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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1 . 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

In claim 10, a "computer program" is a functional descriptive material and a 
functional descriptive material per se is excluded from any of the four categories of a 
process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter. Therefore, the claim subject 
matter, "computer program" is not statutory regardless its claimed functional description 
since it cannot be realizable without being encoded within a computer readable 
medium. See MPEP 2106.01 (I). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1 and 6-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sato (US Pub: 2003/0009695) and in further view of Sashihara 
(US Pub: 2002/0157007). 

Regarding claim 1, Sato teaches: A log-in method for a client server system 
constituted so as to display a predetermined log-in screen on a client computer [fig. 3: 
S1 10], the server being constituted so as to obtain identification data of the client 
computer in response to a connection request from the client computer [fig. 3: S104], 
judge based on the identification data of the client computer a network to which the 
client computer is connected [fig. 3: S104, p0074], display a first log-in screen on the 
client computer when it judges that the network to which the client computer is 
connected is a first network [fig. 3: S105, S110 p0075, p0066]. Sato displays a log-in 
screen when it is judged that IP address matches one of the stored addresses indicating 
an allowed network. Sato does not display a log-in screen when it is judged that the IP 
address does not match one of those pre-stored. In the same field of endeavor, 
Sashihara teaches: display a second log-in screen on the client computer when it 
judges that the network to which the client computer is connected is a second network 
[p0054, p0055, p0074, fig. 3: S7, A, fig. 4: S14, S15, S20, S21, S22]. Sashihara 
performs log-in authentication when source IP address is judged to be not match one of 
the pre-stored addresses in a network. Displaying a log-in for user verification whether 
or not source IP address belongs to a designated network has been well known and 
practiced in the art as prescribed by Sato and Sashihara respectively. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious for an ordinary skilled in the art to combine the teaching of the 
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two to allow user verification to be performed regardless the network a client computer 
connected to for tightening network access security purpose. 

Regarding claim 6, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 1 has been 
incorporated herein. Sato further teaches: A log-in method in accordance with claim 1 , 
wherein the server is constituted so as to refer to a list in which at least the identification 
data of the client computer connected to the second network is registered when it 
judges a network the client computer is connected to based on the identification data 
[p0074, p0075]. 

Regarding claim 7, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 1 has been 
incorporated herein. Sashihara further teaches: A log-in method in accordance with 
claim 1, wherein the first network is constituted as the Internet [p0054, p0055, p0074, 
fig. 3: S7, A, fig. 4: S14, S15, S20, S21, S22] and the second network is constituted as 
a local area network [fig. 3: S5, S1 1 , S12, p0061-p0063]. 

Regarding claim 8, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 7 has been 
incorporated herein. Sashihara further teaches: A log-in method in accordance with 
claim 7, wherein the identification data are constituted as an IP address and the server 
is constituted so as to refer to an address list in which at least IP addresses of client 
computers connected to the local area network are registered, judge that when the IP 
address is registered in the address list, a client computer having the IP address is 
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connected to the local area network and judge that when the IP address is not 
registered in the address list, a client computer having the IP address is connected to 
the Internet [fig. 3: S3-S12, fig. 4, p0061-p0064, p0070-p0074]. 

Regarding claim 9, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 7 has been 
incorporated herein. Sashihara further teaches: A log-in method in accordance with 
claim 7, wherein the identification data are constituted as an IP address and the server 
is constituted so as to judge that when the IP address is a global IP address, a client 
computer having the IP address is connected to the Internet and judge that when the IP 
address is a local IP address, a client computer having the IP address is connected to 
the local area network [fig. 3: S3-S12, fig. 4, p0061-p0064, p0070-p0074]. 

Claims 10 and 11 have been analyzed and rejected with regard to claim 1 and in 
accordance with Sato's further teaching on: A computer program for enabling a server in 
a client server system and a computer-readable recording medium in which is recorded 
a computer program [p0087, p0088]. 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US Pub: 2003/0009695) and Sashihara (US Pub: 2002/0157007); and in further 
view of Reese et al (US Patent: 7,076,539). 

Regarding claim 2, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 1 has been 
incorporated herein. Since user ID and password for log-in are required in both Sato 
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and Sashihara's teaching, there is no significant difference between the two log-in 
formats. In the same field of endeavor, Reese et al teach: A log-in method in 
accordance with claim 1, wherein the second log-in screen is constituted so that it can 
be used more easily than the first log-in screen [figs. 5-7]. Reese et al illustrate various 
ways for log-in. Therefore, it would have been obvious for an ordinary skilled in the art 
to modify the combined teaching of Sato and Sashihara to implement different log-in 
methods as disclosed by Reese et al for clients from different networks for 
differentiating convenience provided on various security levels. 

6. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sato (US Pub: 2003/0009695) and Sashihara (US Pub: 2002/0157007); and in 
further view of Snapper et al (US Patent: 7,216,292). 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 1 has 
been incorporated herein. Sato teaches: A log-in method in accordance with claim 1 , 
wherein the first log-in screen is adapted to be directly input with both a log-in name and 
a password of a user [p0066]. Sato and Sashihara do not teach selecting a log-in name 
from a list. In the same field of endeavor, Snapper et al teach: the second log-in screen 
is constituted so as to require a user to select a log-in name of the user and directly 
input a password of the user; and the second log-in screen is constituted so as to 
require a user to select a log-in name of the user in accordance with an auto-complete 
format and to directly input a password of the user [figs 4A-4D, col 9: lines 56-67, col 
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10: lines 1-29]. 
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7. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sato 
(US Pub: 2003/0009695) and Sashihara (US Pub: 2002/0157007); and in further 
view of Rasmussen et al (US Patent: 6,834,795). 

Regarding claim 5, the rationale applied to the rejection of claim 1 has been 
incorporated herein. Sato and Sashihara do not specify any significant difference in log- 
in format for indication of level of access restriction although Sato does prohibit 
accessing when source IP does not match a pre-defined one as shown in fig. 3: S108. 
In the same field of endeavor, Rasmussen et al teach: A log-in method in accordance 
with claim 1 , wherein the level of access restriction to the second log-in screen is 
determined to be higher than that to the first log-in screen [col 4: lines 57-65, fig. 5]. 
Having different log-in screens for different security access levels has been well 
practiced in the art as prescribed by Rasmussen et al. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for an ordinary skilled in the art to modify the combined teaching of Sato and 
Sashihara to implement different log-in screens for authenticating user accessed from 
various networks for the purpose of differentiating security levels. 

Contact 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fan Zhang whose telephone number is (571) 270-3751 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 8:00-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark K. Zimmerman can be reached on (571) 272-7653. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Fan Zhang/ 
Patent Examiner 

/Mark K Zimmerman/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



